Party politics in the European Parliament consists of competition between transnational party groups, each consisting of multiple national member parties from the EU's 27 member states. Characterizing the policy space that these parties inhabit and their ideological positions is both practically and conceptually challenging. In this paper we characterize this policy competition by tracking EP political groups from three separate, original expert surveys taken in 2004, 2007, and 2010. We look at the relative positioning of the groups on multiple dimensions of policy, as well as changes in party group policy since 2004. Additionally, we characterize the policy cohesion of party groups by examining the relative positions of each group's constituent parties, using independent national level expert surveys. The results reinforce previous findings that EP party groups not only occupy the entire range of the left-right spectrum, but also are clearly distinguishable from one another in policy terms. Moreover, their national party makeup consists of parties that are broadly cohesive in terms of their policy locations.
As the European Parliament (EP) has expanded in size and power, its political groups have grown in importance. Unlike the national political parties that they comprise, however, EP party groups consist not of legislators elected directly as party group members, but rather of collections of affiliated MEPs elected as members of distinct national parties. The resulting need for MEPs to answer to both national-level and EPlevel principals gives rise to a dual agent problem, and the associated difficulties of maintaining discipline and cohesion within the party groups have been subject to recent study (Hix, Noury and Roland 2007; Meserve et al 2009; Raunio 1997; McElroy and Benoit 2010) . The difficulty in maintaining cohesion is further exacerbated by the very dynamic nature of party competition in the 27 member states where parties enter and exit the political arena in response to changing national conditions. This dynamism in policy competition at the national level directly affects EP party groups. Over time, party groups split and merge, some cease to exist, and new ones are created. In addition, national party members as well as individual MEPs may switch affiliations in between elections. Not just at European elections therefore, but also in between elections, party groups must formulate and reformulate their policy positions on a number of political dimensions. Much of this policy positioning is to attract additional national parties into the ranks of EP groups, but it also serves to represent the party group directly to the European electorate, and to guide its stance on the legislative issues that arise in the Parliament.
A key question that arises for students of the European Union therefore is how best to locate EP party groups in policy space, and what this means both conceptually and practically. Placing parties in policy space has long formed a challenging measurement problem for political researchers in general, because one can never know directly and objectively what are the dimensions, the metrics, and the correct measurement tools (see Benoit and Laver 2006) . Locating EP party groups, poses an even greater challenge due to their multi-party character and the particularly dynamic environment in which they operate (McElroy and Benoit 2007) . It is our contention that as expert surveys take into account many aspects of party policy, they offer a good means for measuring the policy positioning of European party groups. Expert surveys do not suffer the limitations of manifesto-based measures that are limited by the fact that not all political groups issue Euromanifestos. Expert surveys also tend to be much more informed than measures based on mass opinion surveys -indeed, so few European voters are familiar with EP party groups that the standard placement question is not even asked in European election surveys. 1 One further alternative is to weight the voter positioning of all of the national parties that make up a group to arrive at a measure of policy position using, for example, European Election Study data (Gschwend et al 2010) . But this approach is very indirect and as we demonstrate later in the paper, political groups are more than the weighted sum of their parts.
We then profile the diversity of national party members in each party group using the most recent national-level expert survey estimates of party policy. Finally, we conclude with a general discussion of the results. Despite such fluidity in the party system of the European Parliament, the main party groups have become increasingly cohesive and powerful over time (Raunio, 1997; Hix, Noury and Roland 2007 There are numerous reasons to expect changes during the period 2004-2010 in both the positions and number of the political groups and the principal policy dimensions on which these groups compete. First, the EU expanded significantly in this period with two rounds of enlargements to the east. The European Parliament increased in size by over a quarter from 626 members to (temporarily) 785 members.
THE PARTISAN STRUCTURE OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT
These new members constitute 27 percent of the current 735 elected representatives.
This sudden increase in numbers may have acted as a realigning shock to the system, especially when one considers that the new members are from party systems that are not fully institutionalized and in which the old social cleavages of Western European do not neatly apply.
Second, the period also witnessed a significant rise in the number of [ Table 1 about here] Table 1 It can be seen from Table 1 
UPDATING THE EXPERT SURVEYS OF EP POLICY POSITIONS
Our expert survey methodology applied in 2007 [ Figure 1 about here]
At the far left of the political spectrum is the European United Left/Nordic
Green Left (GUE/NGL), with a mean value of 2.9 (95% CI: 2.3, 3.5), followed by the Greens (Gr/EFA) at 4.4 (3.7, 5.1). The three largest party groups, the Socialists (S&D), the Liberals (ALDE), and the European People's Party (EPP) occupied positions on the left-of-center, center, and right-of-center at 7.8 (7.2, 8.4), 11.9 (11, 12.7), and 13.5 (12.9, 14.2) respectively. On the far right of the policy scale, we see the newly formed or reformed groups European Conservative and Reformist Group 
Policy Positioning in Two Dimensions
Policy positioning in the European Parliament is at least two-dimensional, it has been argued (Hix and Lord 1997; Gabel and Hix, 2004 A set of EU and related dimensions with international implications -EU Authority, EU Federalism, Immigration, and Collective Security -followed Social policy in importance, with the Environment and Decentralization, interestingly, following last in importance. While several parties consider these "last" dimensions as the most important, such as the Greens and the EFD, their smaller sizes contribute relatively less to the policy importance as a weighted average.
THE POLICY COHERENCE OF PARTY GROUPS
Recent work on the question of which political group national parties choose to affiliate with whilst in the EP suggests that the process is driven mainly by a concern to minimize policy incongruence between the national and transnational levels (McElroy and Benoit 2010) . If this is the case, we should expect to observe strong similarities in policy positioning among the national parties within each EP party
group. Additionally, we should expect the European political groups to be placed at the centre of the distribution of their member parties on each dimension of contestation.
[ Figure 6 about here] 
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